As 5001 as possible

The claimant applied for CF benefits on Febroary 7, 2012 as a hh of one person, though he reporied living with his girliriend. He staled
that she had separate fs hh status, On March 21, 2012 the cf came to the county office to add girlfriend and her chiidren to his case,
Completed forms to add one of girlfriend's chiiden, & US citizen. Girfriend and cider daughier inelfigible due to alien status. County
added eligible chitd. Cl and girffriend completed and signed QRY on April 2, 2012, both reporting earned income. QR7 was i mcompiele
and ¢l subsequently submitted verification of income on Aprit 25, On April 7:» cl came into office vary upset that he was going to be
ineligitzle for 1s due to combined incomes, Stated they purchase and prepare separately. Cl filed state hsaring requast May 4. On May
10, the county issuad a noa determining hh of 2 persons inaligible due to gross income in excess of max for 2. At hearing June 26
girfriend testifled that their arrangements changed "about 2 months ago” and they hegan o purchase and prepare separately.

PR

P ARG

Because the ol requesied to add gitffriend and children to his case and did so within data month, the county was correc! io discontinue
his benefils affective May 31, 2012 (did not have 10 days to discontinue May 1 after April 25 late compistion of QR7}. The cf stated on
Aprit 25 that they were not a single hh but two separate hhs. This information was not received in the Payment Quarter,

My guestions are, what is the status of information received in the Report month? s it not a voluntary mid quarter report? Did the ¢l
have 1o take some action to remove the girlfriend from his case, after adding her io s case? Should the county have acted on his
verbal staterment that, at least as of April 26, they purchase and prepars separately? 1 the county should have accepied his statement
as a voluntary mid guarter report, when would this change in status fake effect?
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The verbal report by the client (on Aprll 25) that he and his house-mate were resurming the purchaging and preparing of food separaiely
sheuid have been treated a s a voluniary mid-quarter report. As such, the house-mate's daughter should have been removed from his
household effective May 31, Effective June 1 the client shouid have recsived benefiis for 2 household of onz and only the client's
income should have been usad prospectivaly in the delermination of his allotment.







